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REMARKS 

Status of the Claims 

Chiims 11-29 are pending in the applicatiQtl. 
Glaims i 1-29 stand rejected. 

The Glaims have been amended, no new maiter has been added. 

Glaims 14-20 have been cancelled without prejudice or disclaimer of the subject matter 

therein. 

New claims 30-36 have been added. No new matter is added. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for the indication that claims 24 and 25 would be allowable 
if rewritten to overcome rejections under 35 U,S.C, § 112, 2"^ paragraph and to include all of the 
limitations of the base and any intervening claims. Claim 24 has been rewritten into independent 
form and amended to overcome the rejection under 35 U,S.C. § 1 12 as set forth below. Claim 25 
depends from claim 24. 



Status of the Drawings 

The drawings stand objected to uhder 37 CFR 1 .83(a). Tlie Examiner states that "the 
locking element is attached to the wail using at least one of a catch and a dovetailed joint" must 
shown or the feattire cancelled from flie claims. Applicant submits that the claims have been 
amended to remove this feature. Withdrawal of the objectioii is respectfully requested. 

Rejection undc ^ H <^ r ^11?.. first paragraph 

Claims 14-20 were rejected under 35 U.S.C, §1 12» first paragraph, as failing to comply 
the enablement requirement. Claims 14-20 have now been cancelled, rendering the rejection m 
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Rejection under 35 U.S.C. 6112. second p aragraph 

Claims 1 1-29 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicmil regards as tlie 
invention. The Examiner states that tlie term "clamp/plug" is vague and indefinite. Additionally, the 
Examiner states that the term "the locking element is connected as a single piece to the wall using 
injection molding" recited in claims 14-16 is also vague and indefinite. 

Claims 14-20 have been cancelled rendering the rejection moot with respect to these claims. 
Claims 11 - 1 3 and 2 1 -29 have been amended to recite a "connector" instead of a "clamp/plug 
connector." Apjilicant subnets that this tenn is clear and definite. Reconsideration and withdrawal 
of the rejection is rcspectfLiUy requested. 

Rpjprtinn under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) 

Claims 1 1-20, 23, and 27-29 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent Mo. 6,648,68i to Ushiio et al ("Ushiro"). Ushiro describes a pair of retainer loops 30a, 
30b which "undergo flexure in flat and pass through the attachnieni port of the panel when it is 
inserted into the attachment port of the panel, and restore respective original shapes after they 
passed through the attachment port" (Ushiro, column 3, lines 53-64). 

Claim 1 1 has been amended to recite that "the locking element includes a clamp part 
configured to engage an inner edge of a through opening of the wall, and a first surface of tlie 
actuation wedge presses against a side of the clamp part facing the actuation wedge." Support for 
this amendment is set forth in paragraph 10 of the originally filed specification and Figs. 1 and 3. 

Ushiro does not disclose that "a first surface of the actuation wedge presses against a side of 
the clamp part facing the actuation wedge," as recited in claim 1 1 . Thus, Ushiro does not disclose 
all of the featmes of amended claim 11. Therefore, Ushiro cannot anticipate claim U. Claims 12- 
20, 23 ai^d 27-29 depend from claim 1 1 and arc patentable for at least the same reasons as claim 11 
is. Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection. 

P^^j^rtinn nnder 35 U.S.C. gl03(a) 

Claims 21-22 and 26 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
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Ushiro. 

With respect to claims 22 and 26, these claims depend from amended claim 1 1 and are 
patentable over Ushiro for at least the same reasons as claim 11 is, as set forth above. 

With respect to claim 21, the claim has been fuuended into independent form and to addrt-ys 
the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph. The features of previously presented claim 
21 are unchanged. 

The Examiner admits that Ushiro does not disclose that "the clamp housing includes a 
plurality of disk-shaped contact housings attached to one another, and further comprising a 
terminating aitachmenl plate" as recited in claim 21 . The Examiner states that ''it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the lime the invention was made that the clamp housing 
can be fonned as a plurality ordisk-shaped contact housings attached to one another rather rhan 
being a continuous one housing block dependitig on ihe requirement of the electrical system in 
which the assembly is used."' See, Detailed Action, page 5, lines 10-14. 

It is respectfidly requested that the rejection of claim 21 does not present a prima facie case 
of obviousness: in aceordance with MPEP § 2143. 

First, the rejection sets forth that the clamp housing can be formed as a plurality of disk 
shaped contact housings depending on the requirement of the electrical system. But the rejection 
does not present any motivation to alter the teaching of Ushiro to include the plurality of disk 
shaped contact housings, 

Second, Ushiro (the sole reference) does not teach or suggest that "the clamp housing 
includes a plurality of disk-shaped contact housmgs attached to one another, and further comprising 
a terminating attachment plate.'' Thus, Ushiro does not leach or suggest all the claim limitations, as 
required for prima fade case of obviousness. Further, the rejecticm does not consider the featui-e 
of "a terminating, attacliment plate,- except to admit that il is not disclosed by Ushiro. 

Thus, s.primajacie case of obviousness has not been established. It is respectliilly 
submitted that claim 21 is patentable over Ushiro. Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration 
and withdrawal of the r^j ectbti, 
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CONCLUSION 



It is lespectfuLiy siibmit^^ that the application is now m condition for allowance. 



Dated: February 9, 2007 




By JUL^. \j\/Ms&^ 

Krik R. Swanson 
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